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are not agreed about what they want. This objection is part of
our theological heritage. It rests on the belief that man is naturally
sinful and can be morally reclaimed by an act of faith or a course
of ethics. The fact that there are some hypochondriacs who prefer
to be ill does not prevent biologists from studying what you have
to do to keep people healthy. Likewise the fact that some people
still believe, like Sf. Francis, that poverty is a good thing need
not prevent sociologists from studying how to get rid of it. We
may expect social studies to enjoy the same prestige as the natural
sciences when they are as firmly rooted in an accepted and accept-
able social objective as the researches financed by the Medical
Research Council. Medical science accepts the task of keeping
individuals alive and treats arguments about whether it is worth
while doing so as frivolous. Social science must undertake the
responsibility for keeping the body politic alive or confine its
claim for endowment to misanthropic millionaires.

Some years ago I prepared a draft of Heads of Enquiries into
the growth of population. Its aim was to set down the main
topics on which we need information before it is possible to
devise any social policy which would re-establish fertility at the
survival minimum. Subsequently modified by suggestions from
a small group1 who met to discuss thp financial needs of realistic
social research in the universities, it was as follows:

HEADS OF ENQUIRIES INTO THE POPULATION OF
GREAT BRITAIN

I. AGENCIES INFLUENCING THE GROWTH AND DISTRIBUTION
OF NUMBERS IN A COMMUNITY

i. Biological and social agencies related to
(a) Fertility differentials.
(6) Changes in character of marriage and in structure of the

family group,
(c) Differential mortality.

x The group included Professor Sargent Florence, G. D. H. Cole, and Colin
Clark, lie programme was printed without my permission and without
acknowledgment to me in a book the tide of which I have forgotten*